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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

As to claims 6 and 7, a "computer program product" is being recited. A computer 
program claimed without a computer readable medium capable of producing a useful 
result, concrete and tangible result when used in the computer system is computer 
software by itself. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parasnis (Patent No 6,728,753 B1; hereinafter Parasnis) in view of Ries et al. (Pub. No 
US 2004/0217985 A9; hereinafter Ries). 

As to independent claim 1 , Parasnis teaches: 

A video browsing system (e.g., online presentation broadcasting schemes, see 
col. 7, lines 2-3) comprising: 
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a distribution server (e.g., NETSHOW server 1 170, see Fig. 9) configured to 
store and distribute content (e.g., files are sent from the local computer to the server 
1 170 for broadcasting, see col. 5, lines 30-35) including video data (Video content 1 192, 
see Fig. 9) and slide data (HTML slides 1 178, see Fig. 9) reproduced in synchronization 
with the video data (see col. 20, lines 49-65); 

a browsing client (e.g., browser window 1195, see Fig. 10) configured to receive 
the content (e.g., data stream is received by receiving computers, see col. 4, lines 43- 
48), to reproduce and display (e.g., replicated and displayed, see col. 21, lines 15-22) 
the video data on a screen (see Fig. 10, item 1199) thereof, and to synchronously 
display the slide data (see col. 21 , lines 1 1-22); and 

a provider client (e.g., local computers 1 152, see Fig. 9) belongs to a content 
provider (e.g., slides provider, see col. 4, lines 5-8) and having a permission to edit the 
content (see Fig. 3, option 206), 

Parasnis further teaches managing a permission for editing the content (see Fig. 
3, option 206) and a permission for browsing the content (see Fig. 10). However, 
Parasnis fails to explicitly teach that the distribution server comprises a manage unit 
configured to manage a permission for browsing each of a plurality of content and a 
permission for editing the content, and the manage unit allows to distribute the content 
in accordance with an access of the browsing client of a user having the permission for 
browsing the content, and allows to edit the content in accordance with an access of the 
provider client. 

Ries teaches: 
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wherein the distribution server (e.g., web server 110, see Fig. 1) comprises a 
manage unit (e.g., backend application logic 124 or edit brain 202, see Fig. 1 and Fig. 2) 
configured to manage a permission for browsing each of a plurality of content (see 
[0023] lines 1-4) and a permission for editing the content (see [0059] lines 8-14), and 

wherein, the manage unit (e.g., backend application logic 124 or edit brain 202, 
see Fig. 1 and Fig. 2) allows to distribute the content (see page 908 on Fig. 9) in 
accordance with an access of the browsing client of a user having the permission for 
browsing the content (see [0022] lines 8-10), and allows to edit the content in 
accordance with an access of the provider client (it should be noted that editing control 
906 is provided only to authorized editing clients, see [0102] lines 10-13 and Fig. 9; 
further note that upon selection of the editing control 906, various modifications are 
made to the web page and graphical controls as shown in Fig. 10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have utilized the edit managing unit as taught by Ries to the 
video browsing system as taught by Parasnis to allow the client read/write access to the 
server file system and further to create security, privacy, and corruption issues as well 
as to maintain data integrity and business rules (see Ries [0010] and Fig. 5 box 506). 

As to independent claim 4, Parasnis teaches: 

A distribution server (e.g., NETSHOW server 1170, see Fig. 9) comprising: 
a distribution unit configured to distribute content (e.g., the software component 
used in the server 1 170 for broadcasting, see col. 5, lines 30-35) including video data 
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(Video content 1192, see Fig. 9) and slide data (HTML slides 1178, see Fig. 9) 
reproduced in synchronization with the video data (see col. 20, lines 49-65); and 

Parasnis further teaches managing a permission for editing the content (see Fig. 
3, option 206) and a permission for browsing the content (see Fig. 10). However, 
Parasnis fails to explicitly teach that a manage unit configured to manage a permission 
for browsing each of a plurality of content and a permission for editing the content, 
wherein the manage unit allows to distribute the content in accordance with an access 
of the browsing client of a user having the permission for browsing the content, and 
allows to edit the content in accordance with an access of the provider client. 

Ries teaches: 

a manage unit (e.g., backend application logic 124 or edit brain 202, see Fig. 1 
and Fig. 2) configured to manage a permission for browsing each of a plurality of 
content (see [0023] lines 1-4) and a permission for editing the content (see [0059] lines 
8-14), 

wherein the manage unit allows to distribute the content (see page 908 on Fig. 9) 
in accordance with an access of the browsing client of a user having the permission for 
browsing the content (see [0022] lines 8-10), and allows to edit the content in 
accordance with an access of the provider client (it should be noted that editing control 
906 is provided only to authorized editing clients, see [0102] lines 10-13 and Fig. 9; 
further note that upon selection of the editing control 906, various modifications are 
made to the web page and graphical controls as shown in Fig. 10). Thus, combining 
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Parasnis and Ries would meet the claimed limitation for the same reason as discussed 
in claim 1 . 

As to independent claim 5, Parasnis teaches: 

A manage client (e.g., local computers 1 152, see Fig. 9) for managing a video 
browsing system (e.g., schedule broadcast, see Fig. 3) including: a distribution server 
(e.g., NETSHOW server 1 170, see Fig. 9) configured to store and distribute content 
(e.g., files are sent from the local computer to the server 1 170 for broadcasting, see col. 
5, lines 30-35) including video data (Video content 1192, see Fig. 9) and slide data 
(HTML slides 1 178, see Fig. 9) reproduced in synchronization with the video data (see 
col. 20, lines 49-65); a browsing client (e.g., browser window 1195, see Fig. 10) 
configured to receive the content (e.g., data stream is received by receiving computers, 
see col. 4, lines 43-48), to reproduce and display (e.g., replicated and displayed, see 
col. 21, lines 15-22) the video data on a screen (see Fig. 10, item 1199) thereof, and to 
synchronously display the slide data (see col. 21, lines 11-22); and a provider client 
(e.g., local computers 1 152, see Fig. 9) belongs to a content provider (e.g., slides 
provider, see col. 4, lines 5-8) and having a permission for editing the content (see Fig. 
3, option 206). 

Parasnis further teaches managing a permission for editing the content (see Fig. 
3, option 206) and a permission for browsing the content (see Fig. 10). However, 
Parasnis fails to explicitly teach that the manage client having a manage unit configured 
to configure a permission for browsing the content, wherein in accordance with an 
access of the browsing client of a user having the permission for browsing the content, 
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allows to distribute the content; and to configure a permission for editing the content, 
wherein in accordance with an access of the provider client having the permission for 
editing the content, allows to edit the content. 

Ries teaches the manage client (e.g., web server 110, see Fig. 1) comprising: 
a manage unit (e.g., backend application logic 124 or edit brain 202, see Fig. 1 
and Fig. 2) configured to configure a permission for browsing the content (see [0022] 
lines 6-10), wherein in accordance with an access of the browsing client (non-editing 
clients, see Fig. 1 item 132) of a user having the permission for browsing the content 
(see [0022] lines 8-10), allows to distribute the content (see page 908 on Fig. 9); and to 
configure a permission for editing the content (see [0059] lines 8-14), wherein in 
accordance with an access of the provider client having the permission for editing the 
content (e.g., editing clients, see Fig. 1 item 140), allows to edit the content (it should be 
noted that upon selection of the editing control 906, various modifications are made to 
the web page and graphical controls as shown in Fig. 10). Thus, combining Parasnis 
and Ries would meet the claimed limitation for the same reason as discussed in claim 1 . 

As to independent claim 6, Parasnis teaches: 

A computer program product for controlling a distribution server (e.g., 
MICROSOFT NETSHOW server application program running on the NETSHOW server, 
see col. 5, lines 26-28), which distributes content (e.g., files are sent from the local 
computer to the server 1 170 for broadcasting, see col. 5, lines 30-35) including video 
data (Video content 1192, see Fig. 9) and slide data (HTML slides 1178, see Fig. 9) 
reproduced in synchronization with the video data (see col. 20, lines 49-65) to a 
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browsing client (e.g., browser window 1 195, see Fig. 10) that reproduces and displays 
(e.g., replicated and displayed, see col. 21, lines 15-22) the content on a screen (see 
Fig. 10). 

Parasnis further teaches managing a permission for editing the content (see Fig. 
3, option 206) and a permission for browsing the content (see Fig. 10). However, 
Parasnis fails to explicitly teach that the program product having means for managing a 
permission for browsing each of a plurality of content and a permission for editing the 
content; means for distributing the content in accordance with an access of the 
browsing client of a user having the permission for browsing the content; and means for 
allowing to edit the content in accordance with an access of the user having the 
permission for editing the content. 

Ries teaches the program product comprising (e.g., program products running on 
web server 110, see Fig. 1) comprising: 

means for managing (e.g., backend application logic 124, see Fig. 1) a 
permission for browsing each of a plurality of content (see [0023] lines 1-4) and a 
permission for editing the content (see [0059] lines 8-14); 

means for distributing the content (e.g., ASP or JSP scripts running on the web 
server 110, see Fig. 1 ) in accordance with an access of the browsing client of a user 
having the permission for browsing the content (see [0022] lines 8-10); and 

means for allowing to edit the content (e.g., ASP or JSP scripts running on edit 
mode, see Fig. 10) in accordance with an access of the user having the permission for 
editing the content (it should be noted that editing control 906 is provided only to 
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authorized editing clients, see [0102] lines 10-13 and Fig. 9; further note that upon 
selection of the editing control 906, various modifications are made to the web page and 
graphical controls as shown in Fig. 10). Thus, combining Parasnis and Ries would 
meet the claimed limitation for the same reason as discussed in claim 1. 

As to independent claim 7, Parasnis teaches: 

A computer program product for controlling a manage client (e.g., computer 
programs running on the local computer 1152, see Fig. 9), which manages a video 
browsing system (e.g., schedule broadcast, see Fig. 3) including: a distribution server 
(e.g., NETSHOW server 1 170, see Fig. 9) configured to store and distribute content 
(e.g., files are sent from the local computer to the server 1 1 70 for broadcasting, see col. 
5, lines 30-35) including video data (Video content 1 192, see Fig. 9) and slide data 
(HTML slides 1 178, see Fig. 9) reproduced in synchronization with the video data (see 
col. 20, lines 49-65); a browsing client (e.g., browser window 1 195, see Fig. 10) 
configured to receive the content (e.g., data stream is received by receiving computers, 
see col. 4, lines 43-48), to reproduce and display (e.g., replicated and displayed, see 
col. 21, lines 15-22) the video data on a screen (see Fig. 10, item 1199) thereof, and to 
synchronously display the slide data (see col. 21, lines 1 1-22); and a provider client 
(e.g., local computers 1 152, see Fig. 9) belongs to a content provider (e.g., slides 
provider, see col. 4, lines 5-8) and having a permission to edit the content (see Fig. 3, 
option 206). 

Parasnis further teaches managing a permission for editing the content (see Fig. 
3, option 206) and a permission for browsing the content (see Fig. 10). However, 



Application/Control Number: 10/658,768 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2179 

Parasnis fails to explicitly teach that the program product having means for configuring 
a permission for browsing, wherein in accordance with an access of the browsing client 
of a user having the permission for browsing the content, allows to distribute the 
content; and for configuring the permission for editing the content, wherein in 
accordance with an access of the provider having the permission for editing the content, 
allows to edit the content. 

Ries teaches the program product comprising (e.g., program products running on 
web server 110, see Fig. 1) comprising: 

means for configuring (e.g., backend application logic 124 or edit brain 202, see 
Fig. 1 and Fig. 2) a permission for browsing (see [0022] lines 6-10), wherein in 
accordance with an access of the browsing client (non-editing clients, see Fig. 1 item 
132) of a user having the permission for browsing the content (see [0022] lines 8-10), 
allows to distribute the content (see page 908 on Fig. 9); and for configuring the 
permission for editing the content (see [0059] lines 8-14), wherein in accordance with an 
access of the provider (e.g., editing clients, see Fig. 1 item 140) having the permission 
for editing the content, allows to edit the content (it should be noted that upon selection 
of the editing control 906, various modifications are made to the web page and 
graphical controls as shown in Fig. 10). Thus, combining Parasnis and Ries would 
meet the claimed limitation for the same reason as discussed in claim 1. 

As to independent claim 8, Parasnis teaches: 

A video browsing method for a distribution server (e.g., NETSHOW server 1 170, 
see Fig. 9) configured to store and distribute content (e.g., files are sent from the local 
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computer to the server 1 170 for broadcasting, see col. 5, lines 30-35) including video 
data (Video content 1 192, see Fig. 9) and slide data (HTML slides 1 178, see Fig. 9) 
reproduced in synchronization with the video data (see col. 20, lines 49-65), the method 
comprising: 

storing notational data (e.g., audience feedback or audience message 1212 or 
speakers notes, see Fig. 1 step 116, Fig. 14 and Fig. 5), which the user has entered into 
the browsing client in accordance with the slide data displayed on the screen (e.g., it 
should be noted that the speaker notes is associated with the slide data, see Fig. 5), in 
association with the user and the slide data (e.g., a user sends feedback relating to the 
slide data during broadcast, see Fig. 5); and 

providing the stored notational data in accordance with a request from a user 
(e.g., the browsing clients can view speaker notes if the option 346 is checked, see Fig. 
5). 

Parasnis further teaches managing a permission for editing the content (see Fig. 
3, option 206) and a permission for browsing the content (see Fig. 10). However, 
Parasnis fails to explicitly teach that managing, for each of the content, a permission for 
browsing the content and a permission for editing the content; distributing the content in 
accordance with an access of the browsing client of a user having the permission for 
browsing the content; allowing to edit the content in accordance with an access of a 
provider of the content having the permission for editing the content; 

Ries teaches: 
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managing, for each of the content, (e.g., backend application logic 124 or edit 
brain 202, see Fig. 1 and Fig. 2) a permission for browsing the content (see [0022] lines 
6-10) and a permission for editing the content (see [0059] lines 8-14); 

distributing the content (see page 908 on Fig. 9) in accordance with an access of 
the browsing client (non-editing clients, see Fig. 1 item 132) of a user having the 
permission for browsing the content (see [0022] lines 8-10); 

allowing to edit the content in accordance with an access of a provider of the 
content having the permission for editing the content (it should be noted that editing 
control 906 is provided only to authorized editing clients, see [0102] lines 10-13 and Fig. 
9; further note that upon selection of the editing control 906, various modifications are 
made to the web page and graphical controls as shown in Fig. 10). 

As to claim 2, Parasnis and Ries teach the limitation of claim 1 for the reasons as 
discussed with respect to claim 1 above. Ries also teaches further comprising an 
administrator client having a permission of an administrator (see [0071] lines 8-12), 
wherein the manage unit (e.g., backend application logic 124 or edit brain 202, see Fig. 
1 and Fig. 2) sets the permission for browsing and the permission for editing in 
accordance with an access of the administrator client (it should be noted that the 
administrator client not only has both permission for browsing and permission for 
editing, but also has permission for controlling editing access to the contents, see 
[0073]). Thus, combining Parasnis and Ries would meet the claimed limitation for the 
same reason as discussed in claim 1. 
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As to claim 3, Parasnis and Ries teach the limitation of claim 1 for the reasons as 
discussed with respect to claim 1 above. Parasnis also teaches wherein the distribution 
server further comprises a storing unit (e.g., the users select distribution server as the 
location to store the broadcast, see Fig. 5 item 344) configured to store notational data 
(e.g., audience feedback or audience message 1212 or speakers notes, see Fig. 1 step 
116, Fig. 14 and Fig. 5), which the user has entered into the browsing client in 
accordance with the slide data displayed on the screen (e.g., it should be noted that the 
speaker notes is associated with the slide data, see Fig. 5), in association with the user 
and the slide data (e.g., a user sends feedback relating to the slide data during 
broadcast, see Fig. 5), and 

wherein the distribution server provides the notational data to the browsing client 
in accordance with a request from the browsing client of a user (e.g., the browsing 
clients can view speaker notes if the option 346 is checked, see Fig. 5). 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Publication No. US 2002/0144283 A1 is cited to teach a system and method for 
distributing and managing media assets. 

Patent No. 5,983,236 is cited to teach a method and apparatus for the 
distribution, processing, and display of combinations of audio, video, still images, and 
text which are represented by binary data files. 
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Publication No. US 2004/0032424 A1 is cited to teach a system and method for 
providing a graphical, development interface through which clients can develop a web- 
cast event, including a multi-media web-cast player. 

Publication No. US 2003/0124502 A1 is cited to teach a computer method and 
apparatus to "digitize" and simulate the classroom lecturing. 

Publication No. US 2003/0158913 A1 is cited to teach a system and method 
publishing transcoded media content in response to publishing service request from end 
users. 

Patent No. 6,697,569 B1 is cited to teach a full multimedia production such as a 
seminar, conference, lecture in real time using multiple cameras. 

Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TuyetLien (Lien) T. Tran whose telephone number is 
571-270-1033. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Friday: 7:30 - 5:00 
(every other Friday off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chanh D. Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-7772. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

L.T Lien Tran 

8/18/06 Examiner 
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